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true and complete. 
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are punishable by fine or imprisonment, or both, under Section 1001 of Title 18 of the United 
States Code and that such willful false statements may jeopardize the validity of the 
application or any patent issued thereon. 
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2. The technological design for which claim 1 seeks 
protection lacks the inventive step stipulated in 
Patent Law 22 (3). Cited document 1 discloses a mobile 
terminal device, and specifically it discloses u a 
control part which connects to the second network when 
there is incoming data from the first network" as the 
characterizing technology (see lines 25-41, second 
column in the specification of this cited document) . 
The first network and second network of cited document 
1 correspond to the local wireless communication means 
and local wireless communication device of claim 1, 
respectively. A comparison of the technological design 
for which this claim seeks protection and the 
technological content disclosed in this cited document 
reveals the only difference to be the absence of a 
memory for recording in cited document 1. However, this 
difference is a matter of common knowledge. A person 
skilled in the art could easily devise the 
technological design for which this claim seeks 
protection by combining this cited document with the 
abovementioned common knowledge. Accordingly, since the 
technological design for which this claim seeks 
protection offers neither substantial outstanding 
characteristics nor marked progress, it is lacking in 
inventive step. 



